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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed on 02/17/2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The argued features, i.e., a mobile telephone engine assembly comprising a 
display and a plurality of switches cover overlying, without an intermediate rigid cover 
and snugly fitting the engine assembly and comprising an aperture aligned with the 
display and an integrated keypad, for user input, aligned with a plurality of switches, 
read on Halkosaari et al. in view of Hsu et al., hereafter "Hsu,"as follows. 

Halkosaari et al., hereafter Halkosaari, is discussing a user changeable cover for 
a mobile phone (see par. 0002) without an intermediate rigid cover between the engine 
assembly and the outer cover -housing- of the phone (see the abstract, fig. 2). As it can 
be clearly seen in the figure, the cover includes a window -reads on aperture, which 
aligns with the assembly engine display, as well as an integrated keypad aligned with a 
plurality of switches (refer to elements 76, 20 and 46 of fig. 2). Although Halkosaari 
clearly discloses the claimed invention, he does not refer to a flexible cover. Hsu 
teaches an enclosure for a portable electronic device and a method for making the 
same, the enclosure having a skin made of soft material such as fabric or leather (see 
pars. 0007-0009), which would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to combine the aforesaid references to achieve the 
object and purpose of the invention under consideration, preserving it's objective and 
concept of clear and defined. 
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Therefore, the combination of Halkosaari and Hsu discloses the limitation of "a 
flexible cover for the engine assembly of a mobile device," consequently also disclosing 
the limitation of the argued features as stated above. 

As a result, the argued features are written such that they read upon the cited 
references. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 1-10, 15, 16, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Halkosaari et al. (US PGPub 20020193136) in view of Hsu et al. (US 
PGPub 20030083094). 

Consider claim 1,16 and 20, Halkosaari et al. show a mobile electronic device 
providing an engine assembly -reads: telephone circuitry (fig. 1 , element 25)- 
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comprising a display and switches (fig. 2, elements 44 and 46); and a flexible cover 
overlying, without an intermediate rigid cover, and snugly fitting the engine assembly 
and comprising an integrated keypad, for user input, aligned with the plurality of 
switches (fig. 2). Although Halkosaari et al. do not explicitly show a leather or fabric 
flexible cover, Hsu et al., in related art, teach a cover for a portable mobile phone made 
of leather or fabric (pars. 0006 and 0007). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Halkosaari et al. And Hsu 
et al. in order to provide flexible material for the purpose of producing the cover of a 
mobile telephone. 

Consider claim 2, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al., as modified 
by Hsu et al., show a mobile phone wherein the flexible cover is made from flexible 
material which defines a cavity for receiving the engine assembly and has an insertion 
aperture through the material to the cavity through which the engine assembly can fit 
(insertion aperture for receiving the engine assembly can be seen after top shell 10 and 
bottom shell 12 of the housing are separated -par 0018; fig. 2). 

Consider claim 3, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al., as modified 
by Hsu et al., show a mobile phone comprising means for closing or restricting the 
insertion aperture after the engine assembly has been inserted (pars. 0016, 0026; figs. 
1,4Aand4B). 
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Consider claim 4, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al., as modified 
by Hsu et al., show a mobile wherein the flexible cover comprises an aperture aligned 
with the display (display interface 16 is shown as a substantially clear port 76, which is 
aligned with the assembly engine display -par 0020; fig. 2). 

Consider claim 5, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al. do not 
explicitly show a plurality of fabric or leather portions attached to the substrate and/or 
each other. However, Hsu et al., in related art, teach an enclosure that can be made of 
fabric or leather (par 0009). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Halkosaari et al. and Hsu 
et al. in order to provide flexible material that can be attached to the cover of a mobile 
telephone. 

Consider claim 6, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al., as modified 
by Hsu et al., show an overlapping portion on the cover (fig. 4B, element 150). 

Consider claim 7, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al., as modified 
by Hsu et al., show wherein portions of the underlying substrate of the mobile phone are 
exposed (the power interface, as part of the underlying substrate is exposed through an 
opening in the bottom of the cover -see fig. 2, elements 22, and 54). 

Consider claim 8, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al., as modified 
by Hsu et al., show wherein the integrated keypad has a plurality of key portions on an 
exterior surface of the flexible cover and a plurality of corresponding projections on the 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/521 ,663 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2617 

interior surface of the flexible cover, each of said projections being arranged to actuate 
one of the plurality of switches of the engine assembly (par 001 5; fig. 2). 

Consider claim 9, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al., as modified 
by Hsu et al., show wherein the flexible cover and the engine assembly have 
corresponding projections and receptacles for aligning the flexible cover correctly with 
the engine assembly (par. 0018; fig. 2). 

Consider claim 10, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al. do not 
explicitly show wherein the flexible cover is made from fabric, elastically deformable 
material, or leather. Hsu et al., however, in related art, teach a flexible cover for a 
mobile phone made of fabric or leather. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Halkosaari et al. and Hsu 
et al. in order to choose a flexible material for the purpose of producing a type of cover 
for a mobile telephone. 

Consider claim 15, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al., as 
modified by Hsu et al., show wherein the flexible cover of a mobile telephone is user 
replaceable (par 0002; figs. 2, 4A, and 4B). 

4. Claims 11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Halkosaari et al. (US PGPub 20020193136) in view of Hsu et al. (US PGPub 
20030083094) further in view of Mitchel (US Pat 6082535). 
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Consider claim 11, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al., as 
modified by Hsu et al., do not explicitly show wherein the flexible cover is substantially 
formed from one-piece of material. Mitchel, however, in related art, shows a mobile 
phone cover made of a single piece (col. 1 , lines 43-49, figs. 1-3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Halkosaari et al., Hsu et 
al., and Mitchel in order to provide a simpler, one-piece material, cover for a mobile 
telephone. 

Consider claim 13, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al., as 
modified by Hsu et al., do not explicitly show wherein the flexible cover for a mobile 
telephone has an elastic and waterproof substrate adjacent the engine assembly. 
Mitchel, however, in the same field of endeavor, teaches a protective waterproof cover 
permanently adhered to the substrate of the engine assembly (col. 3, lines 44-47, 60- 
64). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Halkosaari et al., Hsu et 
al., and Mitchel in order to provide an impermeable protective sealing to cover the 
electronic circuits under the removable flexible cover of a mobile telephone. 

5. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Halkosaari et al. (US PGPub 20020193136) in view of Hsu et al. (US PGPub 
20030083094) further in view of Tseng et al. (US PGPub 20020027768). 
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Consider claim 14, and as applied to claim 1 above, Halkosaari et al., as 
modified by Hsu et al., do not explicitly show wherein the flexible cover for a mobile 
telephone has a molded elastomer substrate adjacent the engine assembly. Tseng et 
al., however, in related art, teaches an elastomer cover molded on an electronic mobile 
device. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Halkosaari et al., Hsu et 
al., and Tseng et al in order to provide a suitable protective material adhered to the 
substrate contiguous to the rigid enclosure of the electronic circuits of a mobile 
telephone. 

New Grounds of Rejection 

6. Claims 12 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Halkosaari et al. (US PGPub 20020193136) in view of Hsu et al. (US PGPub 
20030083094), as applied to claim 1 above, further in view of Badillo et al. (US Pat 
6729518). 

Consider claim 12, Halkosaari, as modified by Hsu, teaches claim 1 above, but 
does not particularly refer to a cell phone cover with overlapping members or limbs. 
Badillo discloses cell phone covers with overlapping members or limbs (see abstract 
and figs. 1-14). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Halkosaari and Hsu and have it 
include a cell phone cover with overlapping members or limbs, as taught by Badillo, 
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thereby providing means for conveniently protecting handheld electronic devices, as 
discussed by Badillo (see col. 1 lines 15-67 and col. 2 lines 1-14). 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment to claim 12 necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection, 
particularly applied to the aforesaid claim, presented in this Office action. Accordingly, 
THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, Will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571 ) 273-8300 or mailed 
to: Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 2231 3-1 450 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 
Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Delaney Street 
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Alexandria, VA 22314 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Amnion Gonzalez, whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1 106. The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 7:30am to 
5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Nick Corsaro can be reached at (571 ) 272-7876. The fax. phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) or 703-305-3028. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone 
number is (571 ) 272-2600. / 



Amancio Gonzalez 
AG/ag 



April 30, 2007 




